The European project has recently reached a critical point, where a discussion on the fundamental objectives of the European Union has entered public debate. Obviously, a new euroscepticism is on the rise which is often linked with the agenda of populist or even extremist parties and a general tendency of 'renationalizing Europe'. The drifting apart within the mainstream parties shows the cracks in European society. The success of right-wing populist tends to be volatile despite of the fact that this heterogeneous party family seems to be a permanent factor in the European party landscape. In Austria or France, the parties show with the second generation of leadership that they are able to renew themselves. But the parties differ a lot in the national backgrounds, can be extremist or totally not. In general, it is unlikely that any right-wing populist or extremist international groups will be formed any time soon competing as unified force at the European level. Extremist parties do not have enough potential support to pose a threat to the existing liberal democratic order with some exceptions such as Hungary an Greece due to the time of a severe crisis not only in economic terms. The power of European integration is so strong that it is unlikely that there will be any national U-turns on this issue, despite the occasional upsurge of populism or extremism in individual countries. Nevertheless, the debate over the future of European integration and of the European Union itself will continue to have a significant influence on the political debate in individual member states.
phenomenon: 'Euro-indifference', 'Europhobia', 'Eurorealism', 'critical Europeans' or 'Eurocynicism' (see Crespy & Verschueren 2009, 382) .
Indeed, the positions towards Europe as a whole and towards the EU in particular are very different, as Chris Flood (2002) illustrates: Table 1 . Categories of EU alignments (regarding the EU in general or some specified aspect(s) of it) Category Position Maximalist
Pushing integration as far and as fast as is feasible towards the practical realisation of a chosen model Reformist
Endorsing the advance of integration, subject to remedying deficiencies in what has already been achieved Gradualist Accepting some advance of integration, as long as it is slow and piecemeal Minimalist Accepting the status quo, but wanting to limit further integration, as far as possible Revisionist
Wanting to return to an earlier state, usually before a treaty revision Rejectionist Outright refusal of integration, coupled with opposition to participation
In 1998, British political scientist Paul Taggart characterised Euroscepticism as a 'touchstone of dissent' within Western European political party systems (Taggart, 1998) . According to my own observations I would emphasise the following: in the political debates concerning the future of Europe since then, the distinction between European integration and the European Union has often been blurred, despite the fact that these don't necessarily go hand in hand. European identity is possible even when an EU identity related to the institutions is not. Many politicians mix the terms while pointing out a deeper integration. This might explain the broad acceptance of the phenomenological distinction between 'hard' and 'soft' Euroscepticism made by Paul Taggart and Aleks Szczerbiak regarding the 2004 Eastern European candidates for accession to the EU (Taggart & Szczerbiak, 2004; Szczerbiak & Taggart, 2008 ):
1. Hard Euroscepticism is where there is a basic opposition to the EU and European integration and therefore can be seen in parties who think that their countries should withdraw from membership, or whose policies towards the EU are tantamount to being opposed to the whole project of European integration as it is currently conceived.
2. Soft Euroscepticism is where there is not a basic objection to European integration or EU membership but where concerns on one (or a number) of policy areas lead to the expression of qualified opposition to the EU, or where there is a sense that 'national interest' is currently at odds with the EU's trajectory.
The 'soft' version implies the qualified rejection of certain aspects of the integration project or of the EU in its current institutional form. A common argument is that national interests run counter to the supranational agreements. The 'hard' form of Euroscepticism, on the other hand, rejects the 'idea of Europe' fundamentally and therefore also accession to or membership in the EU (Taggart & Szczerbiak, 2004; Szczerbiak & Taggart, 2008) . From the perspective of democracy theory and integration policy, the hard Eurosceptics are seen as problematic, as they hardly seek or effect any positive development of the integration process (Weßels, 2009) . A whole range of parties across Europe can be labelled as 'Eurosceptic'. In 2002 Taggart and Szczerbiak counted 72 parties across the political spectrum in the Member States and 34 in those countries then being considered as candidates for membership. This included all marginal, non-established small parties (Taggart & Szczerbiak, 2008b) . Many of these forces still exist, and other new forces such as the True Finns have gained a significant entry into the European party landscape. From a purely quantitative standpoint, the number of Eurosceptical parties would suffice to constitute a party family on its own.
Euroscepticism in Western Europe: Exclusive to Right-Wing Populist Parties?
In theory Euroscepticism can be expressed by all political camps and even by political elites. The political culture of individual countries is relevant here. Countries such as Great Britain and Austria are traditionally Eurosceptical, as is shown by polls. The political discourse of the elites is significantly influenced by this phenomenon. In addition, the populist logic of 'us versus the governing class' serves well the purpose of arguing against the EU. Right-wing populism is a primary characteristic, whereas Euroscepticism is at most a secondary characteristic. Many right-wing populist formations even need Europe when addressing the question of barriers against immigration. But some of these forces may regard the migration topic differently, or argue that the internationalist elite in Brussels wants to let in too many immigrants.
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Review of European Studies Vol. 4, No. 5; 2012 Euroscepticism plays a special role within the party system in the UK, which has a specific Eurosceptical political culture. The British are particularly concerned about what they regard as a tendency of the EU to move in the direction of what is often described in the British media as the 'United States of Europe'. Britain has decided to opt out of the eurozone on the basis that a persistent majority of the British public and the political elite regard it as a significant example of the move towards an integrated superstate. British Euroscepticism also bears the imprint of Britain's distinctive historical and geopolitical experiences: the construction of an 'imagined community' in the form of the special Anglo-Saxon relationship with the US and the fear of a perfidious Franco-German conspiracy threatening British national interests; the fear of losing the Westminster tradition of (national) parliamentary sovereignty and independence; and its long history of independence, liberty and democratic evolution.
Therefore, Euroscepticism has a serious impact on the whole British party system. The traditional Conservatives www.ccsenet.org/res Vol. 4, No. 5; 2012 ('Tories') now in government could be considered Eurosceptical towards the EU in many ways, but without having a right-wing, anti-elitist agenda in general. Though it was the Conservative Party that took the UK into the EU (then the European Communities), many Conservatives subsequently became hostile to the EU. One of the earliest groups formed to specifically oppose UK involvement in Europe was the Anti-Common Market League, initially based in the Conservative Party. Margaret Thatcher's antipathy towards deepening European integration became more pronounced during her years as prime minister, particularly after her third election victory in 1987. She had the idea that the role of the EC should be limited to ensuring free trade and effective competition, and feared that the EC's approach was at odds with her views on smaller government and deregulation. Thatcher remained in favour of an intergovernmental and free trade Europe (Thatcher, 1993) , with limited cooperation between essentially independent states. Ironically, Thatcher wrote: 'That such an unnecessary and irrational project as building a European superstate was ever embarked upon will seem in future years to be perhaps the greatest folly of the modern era' (Thatcher, 2002) . The current Conservative leader and prime minister, David Cameron, belongs to the Eurosceptic wing of his party and is reluctant to support the deepening of the European integration process.
Review of European Studies
Another force in the UK deserves attention: a purely Eurosceptical party, the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), holds withdrawal from EU as its main policy. In the 2009 European elections, the UKIP came second in the UK, beating the then-governing Labour Party, with its share of the vote increasing by 0.4% to a total of 16.5%. But neither the Tories nor the UKIP belong to the so-called right-wing populist family. There is no populist logic, or even the expression of a British tradition, behind the fear of a superstate EU.
Since the early 1980s, parties of a new type more often than not right-wing populists with an anti-establishment ethos, a protest and taboo-breaking agenda, and a charismatic leader have repeatedly performed well in national elections within some Western European countries (Mudde, 2007) . Populism refers specifically to anti-elitism, pragmatism and a politics based on prejudices, but not to an anti-constitutional stance. The common features of populism are  an anti-elitist discourse ('us' against the establishment)  a politics of stereotypes  not anti-constitutional or anti-democratic  no nostalgia for fascism or the extremist past in general  protest topics (negative and cynical formulations; negative campaigning)  a charismatic leader  no fixed dogmatic ideology, flexible topics (chameleon-like)
In addition, there are two central aspects for understanding the logic of populism:  The vertical dimension, as a general characteristic of populism: a separation from established political institutions and traditional parties; an attitude of 'us' against 'those above'.

The horizontal dimension, as a specific right-wing variant of populism: a separation from immigrants, foreigners and criminals; an attitude of 'us' against 'those from outside'.
As applied to Euroscepticism, the vertical can be expressed as 'us against the bureaucrats' and in the horizontal dimension as 'us against the immigrant-or foreigner-welcoming policy of the EU'.
As one example of a right-wing populist, the Netherlands' Geert Wilders is, despite his anti-Islamism, not blatantly racist, and is pro-Israel and pro-US. He plays the democratic game and supports the current government. Similar challengers have appeared on the scene since the last elections in Sweden and in Finland. Other existing right-wing populist parties are showing the ability to reinvent themselves. In Austria, Heinz-Christian Strache has replaced Jörg Haider at the helm of the Freedom Party of Austria (FPÖ), and in France, Marine Le Pen has taken the place of her father as the leader of the Front National. Despite having far-right roots, the Swedish Democrats have managed to adopt a more accessible, moderate image and have capitalised on growing resentment of immigration. To sum up, these parties are more pragmatic than the populist parties of the 1990s and operate within the constitutions of their respective countries.
This second generation of right-wing parties can be described as more moderate in terms of 'making no mistakes' that would allowed opponents to portray them as new fascists or Nazis. Marine Le Pen would not describe the holocaust as 'a small detail in history' (as her father did), and Strache would not mention a 'proper employment policy in the Third Reich' as an attack on the current national government (as Jörg Haider did in 1991 during a The successions and reinventions of leadership within such parties play a crucial role, because these parties are very dependant on the charisma of their leaders. A charismatic leader (like Max Weber) embraces the task assigned to him and demands obedience and loyalty in the pursuit of his 'mission' (as used in its original religious sense). Success is decided by whether or not he accomplishes it. If those to whom he devotes himself should fail to recognise this mission, then the claim to leadership will fall apart. The leader is recognised as such for as long as he knows how to retain recognition by 'proving his worth' (Weber, 1956 ).
The 'power recognition' granted to these parties differs from country to country, ranging from toleration (as minority governments in Norway, Denmark and the Netherlands) to coalition (in Italy, briefly in Austria and the Netherlands, under consideration in Finland) to a strict cordon sanitaire (Belgium and France). It is hard to say what the right strategy is. Empirically, populist parties often lose credibility in government, whereas they have a good position in minority governments ('power without responsibility').
Right-wing populist parties are easy to distinguish not only from established parties but also from right-wing extremist parties by their fundamental affirmation of the existing system. They use simplistic political formulas and reinforce the prejudices of the population. Thanks to this approach, the European political stage becomes an ideal projection screen for them, as it can be stereotypically charged with being 'complex and removed from the citizens'. Right-wing populism declares its scepticism towards a coalescing Europe. Right-wing populist political parties use existing sentiments in the populace against a Europe that is supposedly ruled by the EU at the cost of one's own national identity. The EU is generally regarded with great distrust, as expressed by the slogan 'Europe yes, EU no!' Right-wing populists warn against a massive loss of national sovereignty and identity to the institutions in Brussels, which according to this logic obviously lack proximity to the citizens and democratic legitimation.
How closely Western European right-wing populism and Euroscepticism are combined is illustrated by statements of the right-wing populist prototype, the late Jörg Haider. The former leader of the Freedom Party of Austria (which became part of a coalition government in 2000, leading to sanctions by the EU Member States), continuously agitated against the EU and used it as a scapegoat. To Haider, the EU was the symbol of a bureaucracy out of control and an attack on the sovereignty of Austria. Thus he remarked, 'The EU of today is capable of anything: it can reach deep into the daily lives of every one of us . . . , without offering any securities. . . . The EU is beginning to interfere in areas of life it should have nothing to do with. . . . A great many decrees, eighty percent of our laws are made by appointees and not by elected representatives in Brussels' (Haider 1994, 181) . It was also Haider who initiated the referendum against the accession of his country to the EU in 1994. Of course there are also populists such as the currently successful Dutch Geert Wilders-his party tolerates the government for whom Europe as a political theme plays only a minor role, in his case as a 'bastion against Islam' (Vossen, 2011) .
Contrary to right-wing extremist positions, however, right-wing populists do not oppose the process of European unification as such. They primarily criticise how it proceeds, not that it does. The subject of the EU can be instrumentalised in various ways. Thus populists can denounce the weakness of European foreign and security policy and propagate a Christian-Western bastion against Islam in a typically simplistic manner. Or they may decry the free movement of people and goods in the single European market, making it responsible for organised crime. They rely upon politically exploiting the powerful potential of anti-European sentiments. Some right-wing populist parties act ambivalently towards the EU, especially concerning immigration, where they often evoke a 'fortress Europe'. Populists who want to survive in politics will apparently not call for a boycott of the EU but will seek to promote and market Europe as an economic and cultural 'fortress'.
Euroscepticism in Western Europe is characteristically complex. The causes of this lie in the history of the process of European integration. In particular, the six founding nations of the European Community have been www.ccsenet.org/res Vol. 4, No. 5; 2012 sensitised by the shadows of a past spoiled by National Socialism and by the experiences of the Second World War. Besides economic considerations, humanism, security and peace in Europe were considered important aspects of the European Community. These ideas still are of great importance today and have thus been integrated into the political party systems of the Member States (Pelinka, 2007) .
Review of European Studies
Although the EU can be described as a new form of multilevel politics or a partial polity, it is one where the ultimate authority remains with national governments in areas that affect the core of national sovereignty, even if Member States have agreed to transfer the micro-level supervision of day-to-day policymaking to EU institutions in areas such as the single European market and the euro. The fact that the internal decision-making process of the EU is based on consensus dictates the need to achieve broad majorities in order to make decisions in strategic policy areas. Whereas great progress has been made in the Europeanisation of national polities, economies and societies since the Treaties of Rome, this has not been matched by steady progress towards a European identity. In fact, the opposite has happened. Increasing integration has been met by rising Euroscepticism within many national societies, even in those Member States that have traditionally been very integration-friendly, such as France and the Netherlands. The current euro crisis poses a threat not just to the common currency and to economic and monetary union upon which the lack of economic governance and a common tax policy already casts doubt but also to European solidarity and therefore to the EU. It indicates a cleavage within the eurozone between the 'givers' and the 'takers', North and southern countries. The crisis, which essentially comes down to near-bankrupt countries sharing a currency with exporting giants like Germany, could enforce the new Euroscepticism and create a new line of conflict within the old Member States.
Right-wing Eurosceptical forces created quite a furore in the European elections of 2009, whereas the European-wide project Libertas failed: in the Netherlands, right-wing populist Geert Wilders's right-wing party (PVV), founded in 2006, gained almost 17% of the vote in its first participation in European elections, making it to second place. Austria's FPÖ was able to double its percentage of votes to 12.7%. Moreover, the Alliance for the Future of Austria (BZÖ), founded by Jörg Haider as an act of revenge against his former party, was able to amass 4.58% of the vote. Including the amazing support (17.7 %) for the former correspondent of Der Spiegel, Hans-Peter Martin, and his 'Dr Martin's List', the three Eurosceptics together won the most votes, ahead of the two governmental parties, the Social Democratic Party of Austria (SPÖ) and the conservative Austrian People's Party (ÖVP). Martin is a former leading candidate without party affiliation for the SPÖ in the European elections of 1999, considered an EU rebel for exposing the non-attendance of EU representatives in sessions of Parliament and their corruption in general by filming them. But Martin did not run on a right-wing populist platform with typical themes such as anti-integration or immigration. Despite this success, and apart from the traditionally Eurosceptic (though for completely different motives) countries of Great Britain and Austria, Europe as a political topic is generally not a central campaign issue in Western Europe. In Germany, for example, the issue plays a minor role in the applied debate among political parties (De Vries, 2007; Decker & Hartleb, 2008) .
Despite the fact that unqualified Eurosceptical positions are held by parties of diverging political persuasions, there are no indications that camps of both the left and the right could establish an effective coalition against European integration (Tiemann, 2006) . Euroscepticism is a highly heterogeneous phenomenon (Hartleb, 2010 Vol. 4, No. 5; 2012 the True Finns, the dividing line between those in favour of European integration and those more critical of it has become an electoral one. It appears that the image of a politically debated Euroscepticism will remain a changing one. Whether Euroscepticism will have a future, be it as an ideology or as a political strategy, will therefore depend upon national and European political elites successfully campaigning for Europe and the EU, and taking concrete steps to develop a European demos.
Hard-core Euroscepticism as a Distinguishing Feature of Pan-European, Anti-democratic Right-wing Extremism
Right-wing extremist ideology has its roots in nationalism, xenophobia and racism. It is governed by the idea that ethnic affiliation with a nation or race is of the utmost importance to an individual. All other interests and values, including civil and human rights, are subordinated to this. Right-wing extremists propagate a political system in which the state and the people amalgamate as an alleged natural order to form a unity ('ideology of the ethnic community'). This results in an anti-pluralistic system, although such extremists accept democratic rules regarding elections, parliamentary rules such as the majority and so on. Features of all types of extremism (including left-wing extremism and fundamentalism) include
In addition, European right-wing extremism is based on  ultra-nationalism (the ideal of an ethnically cleansed nation state) ) as a result of the deep crisis of the country which developed to be a 'failing state' dependent on international and European help. In Germany the National Democratic Party of Germany (NPD) is irrelevant nationally and declining as well, but is represented in two state parliaments in eastern Germany, those of Saxony and Mecklenburg-Pomerania. Currently, as a consequence of financial, personal and strategic struggles, the weak right-extremist forces of the NPD and DVU (German People's Union) are planning a merger to strengthen themselves.
The issue of 'Europe' has little attraction from a right-wing extremist perspective, as their counterproposal of a 'Europe of sovereign nations' is less attractive than it is when employed by moderate right-wing populist groups that are able to succeed with voters from other social segments than the purely ideologically motivated protest voters. Right-wing extremist formations participate in the elections rather than boycotting them. A particularly dogmatic form of Euroscepticism arises at the margins of the political system, especially when irreconcilable, ideologically motivated goals are articulated by Communist or xenophobic forces. While right-wing populists are often soft Eurosceptics, right-wing extremists are hard-core Eurosceptics who often reject the idea of Europe for fundamental reasons. The German NPD, for example, which is represented in neither the national nor the European Parliament, seeks entirely new directions for Europe and proclaims it wants to disband the EU as a symbol of political globalisation completely. The EU serves as a symbol of heteronomy. From the NPD's point of view, Germans have lost their sovereignty to the EU. At this point the NPD becomes inconsistent in that it appeals to democratic principles that it otherwise rejects outright in some instances (Hartleb 2009b) .
With slogans such as 'Hungary belongs to the Hungarians', the Hungarian Jobbik party is not only right-wing extremist, anti-Roma and anti-Semitic, but also hard-core Eurosceptic (Barlai and Hartleb 2010 (Szacki & Lizut, 2005) . The party addressed the voters who had lost in the collapse of Communism and the transition to democracy, but it has since disappeared into irrelevancy, even after having been the junior partner in government for a short time.
The direct connection between right-wing extremism and hard-core Euroscepticism is not exclusive, since left-wing extremist forces also stand in opposition to the EU (De Vries & Edwards, 2009 To sum up, hard-core Euroscepticism can be regarded as a significant feature of extremism which is based on dogmatism. Dogmatism in this context means the belief that one's own country should withdraw from the EU. The Hungarian Jobbik party has many dogmatic features, such as being anti-Semitic, anti-Roma, anti-democratic and also Eurosceptical. But of course, even this hard-core, Eurosceptic force took the opportunity to run for European elections and become a part of Brussels from this perspective.
Euroscepticism in Eastern Central Europe
One might hypothesise that due to their centrality in the legislation, and given recent foreign policy ambitions of the post-Communist states, EU issues are far more relevant in Eastern Central European accession countries than in Western Europe. In the 1990s the issue of 'Europe' was a more salient and less controversial topic, with some exceptions such as Poland. The tempting attainment of membership in the European club was seen as essential to the development of these nation states. The 1993 package of Copenhagen criteria thus correlated strongly with most of the platforms of the reform-oriented parties in Eastern Europe. The desire to establish democracy and the rule of law, combined with the need for protection from a neo-imperial Russia and the defence of human rights and minorities, seemed to accompany the aspirations for a functioning market economy. Thus, on 15 February 1991, a Declaration of Cooperation was signed in the Hungarian Visegrád, located north of Budapest. Three states participated in this agreement: Poland, Hungary and then-Czechoslovakia, which subsequently split into the Czech Republic and Slovakia. The declared goals of the now four 'Visegrád states' were to overcome dictatorship and establish democracy and a market economy, as well as achieve European integration. The central issue was an irreversible and definite Westernisation of their respective countries. The Copenhagen criteria thus were aimed at urging the domestic parties into legislative acceptance of the Community acquis. The actual, successful accession negotiations were connected to this pro-European course. The same applied later to such states as the Baltic countries, Slovenia, Bulgaria and Romania.
However, serious conflicts arose after accession, and in Poland they emerged as early as the 1990s. The internationally renowned Hungarian political scientist Attila Ágh, for example, speaks of a 'new conflict of values' between Eurosceptics and supporters of Europe that is increasingly illustrated in poll results. According to this EU expert, EU-related issues have come to be among the most intensely discussed subjects in the media and in parliamentary debates (Ágh, 2006) . Euroscepticism has fundamentally different motives in the old and new EU Member States (Hartleb, 2009a) . The currently much-discussed 'post-EU-accession syndrome' (Ágh, 2008) in Eastern and Central Europe is the consequence of disappointed expectations, particularly regarding economic development, having a direct impact on the political contest. To compensate for the lack of national freedom to act, soft Euroscepticism is often employed as a strategic instrument of national power play or domestic muscle flexing this alongside the existing hard-core Euroscepticism articulated by right-wing extremist parties. Klaus naturally sought to symbolically counter this intention, for example by stating that he would not fly the EU flag from the Prague Castle. Klaus declared the Irish 'No' in the referendum 'a victory for freedom and reason over artificial, elitist projects and the European bureaucracy' and pronounced the Lisbon Treaty 'dead'. He rejects the Reform Treaty, seeing it as an extensive disempowerment of national sovereignty. In the Austrian tabloid paper Kronenzeitung he expressed his standpoint thus: 'I too am pro-Europe, and I value my affiliation with European culture and civilisation very highly but Europe is not the EU and Brussels. The EU representatives do not have the right to appropriate Europe, but they do this all the time, and that to me is the main problem of our times. Europe belongs to all of us, not just to them' (Klaus, 2008) .
In the Czech Republic and Poland, Euroscepticism is often combined with anti-German sentiments in the argument that the EU is too deeply linked with Germany and its efforts to promote European integration. In the case of the Czech Republic, soft Euroscepticism was long considered to be dominant, exemplified by the Civic Democratic Party (ODS). This formation supported the Czech Republic's course on Europe when it was in government under
Eurosceptical potential in the Visegrád states varies significantly. The results of a 2004 Gallup poll showed 43% in the Czech Republic and Slovakia as Eurosceptical, on par with the traditionally Eurosceptical Western Europeans from Great Britain (46%) and Austria (41%). Poland polled closely behind the first two states, with 41% of its population considering themselves Eurosceptics. In Hungary, on the other hand, only 16% of the population stated their opposition to the EU, thereby ranking behind even France (28%) and Germany (27%) (Gallup, 2004; Weßels, 2007) . The rejection of hard-core Euroscepticism in the Visegrád states correlates with the strong increase in approval of EU membership by these countries' populations. Vol. 4, No. 5; 2012 Poland. In summary, one might record the following concerning the interrelation of population and party constellation: most often the Euroscepticism of the parties is congruent with the attitudes of the population. It seems that the political elites' discourse affects the population significantly, functioning as a personalised articulation of criticism, scepticism and even rejection. When one analyses Eastern Europe more broadly, for example, one finds that 'Europe' is only of minor importance as an issue of party politics in the Baltic States. The third-strongest force in the Czech political landscape is the Communist Party of Bohemia and Moravia, which can be seen in many ways as an anti-system party. Its Euroscepticism, however, has become somewhat more moderate. Before the Czech Republic's accession to the EU, the party had spoken out early against any participation in the process of European integration (Hough & Handl, 2004) . After entry into the EU a policy of fait accomplis led to acceptance of the status quo. This arrangement also becomes evident in the fact that the Communists participate in the European elections rather than boycotting them. European security policy, however, is still a thorn in their side. Soft Eurosceptical views are generally held by cultural-societal authoritarian parties and/or those that defend protectionism. In Eastern Central Europe this is true for a whole range of centre-right parties. Strategic aspects should not be overlooked in explaining this fact and soft Euroscepticism as such. The main empirically relevant aspect in this context is the connection between the role of the opposition and the option of strategically mobilising Eurosceptical voter potential in the political contest.
To sum up, Euroscepticism in Central and Eastern Europe has different roots than it does in Western Europe, as the example of the Visegrád states demonstrate. Eurosceptical potential in the Visegrád states varies significantly and was expressed by political elites in the Czech Republic and Poland. Currently, these voices have become silent, which can be interpreted as a successful turn to integration and identification.
European-wide or Non-populist Eurosceptical Projects
Only in a few exceptions has the process of European integration led directly to Eurosceptical party projects. In Germany, for instance, Manfred Brunner, the former cabinet chief to EC Commissioner Martin Bangemanns, founded an anti-euro party in 1994 called the Alliance of Free Citizens, which sought to prevent the establishment of the common European currency. The issue proved itself to have no mobilising potential, even if there was no referendum in Germany on the issue. The party achieved only 1.1% in the European elections of 1994. Even leaving the image of a single-issue party behind could not help this movement (Hartleb, 2007) . The political party Libertas emerged from a citizens' initiative in Ireland that campaigned successfully against the Reform Treaty in the first vote, and unsuccessfully in the second vote. Declan Ganley, an entrepreneur and multimillionaire, has played a decisive role in supporting this project. Libertas could be described as an ideal type of soft Eurosceptic, pro-European integration party, but opposed to some features of the EU system. It also supports the role of European defence. Ganley himself has adopted an interesting communication strategy. He has repeated that Libertas is a pro-European organisation, that there is no future for Euroscepticism (Note 3) and that the EU is necessary. Libertas stands for democracy and a better EU. Ganley has stated that an increasingly anti-democratic and overbearing Brussels represents the greatest risk to the success of the EU. The majority of his speeches insist on the existence of a huge gap between an unaccountable elite in power in Brussels and the urgent necessity to give powerless citizens (people, individuals, families and communities) a say in order to fulfil their potential. The succession of treaties giving more power to this unelected elite and the low turnout figures are the proof that the EU is ignoring the voice of the people. Of course, Libertas would embody a popular frustration against centralised power and represent the vote of the people.
Libertas attempted to become a political party at the European level. To be recognised at this level, a party must have members from at least one-quarter of EU Member States who represent the party in the European Parliament, and a national parliament or a regional parliament or assembly. Libertas named the following eight members from seven Member States: In the push to recruit candidates across the entire political spectrum in all 27 Member States, Libertas has minimally defined its view as: 'The EU urgently needs reforming and revitalising. We want a strong Europe, based on democratic accountability.' (Note 4) New national parties established by Libertas have names in the 'Libertas X' format (e.g., 'Libertas Sweden'), and pre-existing national parties have been asked to change their names to include the word 'Libertas' in the title, although the latter approach has not met with unalloyed success.
Beyond its position on democracy in Europe, Libertas's social and economic positions aim to be centrist, in order to attract people from across the political spectrum. Also, Libertas supports some reforms against EU democratic deficits, such as the elections of commissioners. Libertas argues that a strong defence policy would be necessary for the EU. Its positions have been rather confusing and not expressed in a simple, populist agenda. To sum up, Libertas can be regarded as a soft Eurosceptical force in favour of European integration, but against some features.
In May 2009, former Polish President Lech Wałęsa spoke at a Libertas meeting (Gagatek, 2009 ). Wałęsa's speech provoked a lengthy debate in the Polish media, coming only a day after he had made a similar high-profile appearance at the campaign launch of the EPP in Warsaw. This Polish symbol of systemic change and civic courage in dictatorship received €100,000 from Ganley for his contribution. After some disagreements with the Polish leaders of Libertas, Wałęsa distanced himself completely from the movement. The whole campaign 'was a sign of weakness and showed the lack of any real programme base' (Gagatek, 2009 
A Unifying Force? Euroscepticism in the European Parliament
Within EU institutions and organs, Eurosceptical formations are able to articulate their influence and their viewpoint principally and directly only in the European Parliament. Due to fragmentation into several groups and to alliances with EU-friendly forces, however, there is no larger Eurosceptical formation (Benedetto, 2008) . When looking at the European policy positions of representatives in the European Parliament, it becomes clear that Eurosceptics are a small minority.
Attitude research has identified four types of Eurosceptical representatives:
1. the anti-EU representative, who distrusts and rejects the entire project of European integration; 2. the minimalist, who criticises certain aspects; 3. the reformist, who after taking critical toll of the current situation seeks reforms; and 4. the resigned representative, who rejects the project of integration but collaborates with it due to lack of alternatives.
In November 2007, 180 of the total (at this time) of 785 Members of the European Parliament could be identified as one of these types (Costa & Brack 2009 The smallest faction in the European Parliament that can be described as Eurosceptic is Europe of Freedom and Democracy (EFD). In traditionally Eurosceptic Great Britain, the UKIP became the second-strongest party in Britain, with 16.5% of the vote. Besides the Britons, the EFD comprises representatives of the regionalist, right-wing populist Italian Northern League as well as of the right-wing extremist Slovak National Party, which participated in that country's social democratic coalition government between 2006 and 2010. But even within this faction voting discipline is low, clearly demonstrating its heterogeneity. In past elections, the EFD was far behind the other factions. The ITS was dissolved, however, only a few months after its formation a clear indication that a European-wide collaboration of right-wing extremist parties is difficult to organise, thus impeding the crystallisation of a party family capable of acting. The faction dropped beneath the required number of members after five representatives of the Greater Romania Party left in protest over the Italian representative Alessandra Mussolini. The Romanians were outraged at remarks by the granddaughter of 'il Duce' that depicted Romanians in Italy as having a criminal lifestyle. Mussolini was referring to the murder of an Italian woman for which a Roma from Romania was held responsible. Most of the right-wing extremist representatives in the European Parliament actually do not belong to a faction, as national interests often preclude any institutionalised cooperation. This applies to the three representatives of the Hungarian Jobbik, for example. ) into a faction of socialist and post-Communist parties as the Confederal Group of the European United Left/Nordic Green Left, with 35 members, questions the political and economic system of the EU regarding its lack of social and democratic policy. It condemns the current development of the EU as neoliberal and anti-democratic, and therefore dangerous. This faction demands restructuring in all areas of the EU including the economic system; defence, agricultural and climate policies; and even the democratic structure. Despite all of this it would be unjustified to state that the European left and its faction are hard-core unqualified Eurosceptics, because they don't oppose European integration (Özen, 2009 Vol. 4, No. 5; 2012 All in all the Confederal Group seems to take positions as diverse as its member parties do. The fight that broke out in the German socialist party The Left (Die Linke) when the leading candidate in the European elections of 1994, 1999 and 2004, Sylvia-Yvonne Kaufmann, and the former mastermind of the party, Andre Brie, were both relegated to low spots on the party list for approving of the Lisbon Treaty against the party line, exemplified this. Euroscepticism was also expressed in the platform of the party by painting a bleak picture of the EU. The Dutch left-wing populist Socialistische Partij also believes that the nation state 'needs to defend its power of control against the intrusive European Union' (Voermann, 2011) .
Conclusion and Perspectives
The Treaty of Lisbon will be not the 'end of the history', but only an intermediate step for the EU between two permanent challenges: enlargement with more countries, as well as deepening. The European elections of June 2009 showed that there is still much work to do in convincing citizens, not only in the new but also in the old Member States of the EU. The integration process continues to be supported by the governments of Member States so that Euroscepticism will most probably continue to be used as an instrument of opposition parties in national political contests. Euroscepticism is not a mainstream phenomenon in the European political landscape (Ray, 2007) , due in part to the limited influence of European integration on national political party systems (Mair, 2000) . Despite the fact that significant parts of the European public hold Eurosceptical views, the establishment of a Eurosceptical family of parties fails due to the lack of a common identity, trust and solidarity among the relevant national parties and the lack of a common strategic platform. Euroscepticism can become a rallying point when the economic stability of the EU (the euro) is at risk, as recently happened in Finland. The national and European elites should combat the roots of Euroscepticism nonetheless (Leconte, 2010) .
National parties may actually feel that this is exactly what drives Euroscepticism on the national level. The key is to find complementary strategies on both levels. Peter Mair has argued that it would make sense for national parties in national elections to focus on grand political and institutional issues because these are mostly intergovernmental, while Euro parties in European elections should focus on day-to-day public policy issues because this is were the EU has actual competence. Instead, the opposite happens, and national parties are not likely to give up on their primacy in setting the agenda (Mair, 2000) . Now with the euro and Schengen crisis, European issues are suddenly becoming domesticated. National parties have to address important European political issues in the domestic setting, and this creates opportunities to address Euroscepticism as well; if Europe becomes a domestic issue (finally), then theoretically a primary source of Euroscepticism distance from Brussels should decrease. But it can also create more space for Eurosceptic forces to mobilise the electorate.
It is unlikely that any right-wing populist or extremist international groups will be formed any time soon. Extremist parties do not have enough potential support to pose a threat to the existing liberal democratic order. The success of the populists also tends to be volatile, as has been shown in the case of the True Finns. As in the past, the EU can have a direct influence on the future of Euroscepticism, or even marginalise it, as the Eurosceptics have so far failed to find common cause and it is unlikely that they will do so any time soon. The differences that exist amongst Eurosceptics suggest that individual cases need to be examined in the context of the individual member state concerned. The problem of nationalistic right-wing populism will continue to be seen at a national level. There is much to suggest that the debate over the future of European integration and of the European Union itself will also continue to have a significant influence on the political debate in individual member states. According to leading European state and government heads, the ongoing 2011/12 crisis has shown that, with greater economic and social integration, some of the obvious design flaws within the Eurozone can be rectified and more stability guaranteed. In terms of legitimacy, this can only be the case if the peoples of Europe and the European Union as a whole subscribe to this view, and not just the political elite. Then there will be no new era of renationalisation. The power of European integration is so strong that it is unlikely that there will be any national U-turns on this issue, despite the occasional upsurge of populism or extremism in individual countries.
